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- 7776 MAILING DATE of this communication appears on th cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. u 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and wrill expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to comnnunication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1^19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s^ 1.2.4 and 7-19 is/are, rejected. 

7) 13 Claim(s) 3.5 and 6 is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 13 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 18 August 2001 is/are: a)n accepted or b)[3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)n Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

1 5) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) 13 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Inten/iew Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s), . 

2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CAR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the a plurality of first , second, third, 
and fourth dual axis clamps being interconnected must be shown or the feature(s) canceled fi-om 
7-8,10, and 1 4- 1 9 No new matter should be entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. Claims 7-8, 10, and 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled 
in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention, hi claims 7-8, 10, and 14-19, the a plurality of first , second, third, and fourth dual axis 
clamps being interconnected with interconnecting rods is not described in the specification nor 
shown in the drawings. 

3. Claims 1 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

a.The following phrase is vague, indefinite, and/or awkwardly and confusingly 
worded: 

i. "one or more" in claim 1 1 , line 4. The limitations cannot be claimed in the , 

alternative. 
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b. The following phrase is vague, indefinite, and/or awkwardly and confusingly 
worded: 

i. "selected on of the four rods" in claim 4, line 2. Is this suppose to be from the 
group of six rods disclosed or is this another individual group being referred to? There is no 
antecedent basis for a group of four rods in which individual rods are selected. It would make 
sense if four of the six rods were being referred to instead of an unidentified group of four rods. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following, is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1-2, 9, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Groff, 
Sr (4949944). 

Groff, Sr discloses a universal fixture having a plurality of dual axis clamps 
(44,5856070,82,84,86 ) each are rotatably and slidably secured (The clamps will not rotate not 
slide), and a base (12,18,28). 

6. Claims 1-2, 9, and 1 1 are rejected xmder 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Williams (5630576). 

Williams discloses a universal fixture having a plurality of dual axis clamps (51) each are 
rotatably and slidably secured (The clamps will not rotate not slide), rods (55-57), and a base 
(100). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 3 and 5-6 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

8. Claims 4 and 12-13 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, 2""* paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

9. While the Examiner might speculate as to what is meant by the claim language, the 
uncertainty provides the Examiner with no proper basis for making the comparison between that 
which is claimed and the prior art. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 should not be based upon 
considerable speculation as to the meaning of terms employed and assumptions as to the scope of 
the claims. In re Steele, 134USPQ292. When no reasonably definite meaning can be ascribed to 
certain terms in a claim, the subject matter does not become obvious, but rather the claim 
becomes indefinite. In re Wilson, 165 USPQ 494. No art has been applied in view of the 112 
rejections of claims 7-8, 10, and 14-19. Art cannot be applied to claims not clearly shown 
nor described. 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Duke and Glesser disclose a fixture device. 
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1 1 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 

should be directed to Lee Wilson whose telephone number is (703) 305-4094. 

Idw 

December 14, 2001 




VwntBtaminer 



